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ABSTRACT
High-precision radial velocity (RV) measurements are crucial for exoplanet detection and characterisation. Efforts to achieve
∼10 cm s-1 precision have been made over the recent decades, with significant advancements in instrumentation, data reduction
techniques, and statistical inference methods. However, despite these efforts, RV precision is currently limited to ∼50 cm s-1. This
value exceeds state-of-the-art spectrographs’ expected instrumental noise floor and is mainly attributed to RV signals induced by
stellar variability. In this work, we propose a factorisation method to overcome this limitation. The factorisation is particularly
suitable for controlling the effect of localised changes in the stellar emission profile, assuming some smooth function of a few
astrophysical parameters governs them. We use short-time Fourier transforms (STFT) to infer the RV in a procedure equivalent
to least-squares minimisation in the wavelength domain and demonstrate the effectiveness of our method in treating arbitrary
temperature fluctuations on the star’s surface. The proposed prescription can be naturally generalised to account for other effects,
either intrinsic to the star, such as magnetic fields, or extrinsic to it, such as telluric contamination. As a proof-of-concept, we
empirically derive a set of factorisation terms describing the Solar centre-to-limb variation and apply them to a set of realistic
SOAP-GPU spectral simulations. We discuss the method’s capability to mitigate variability-induced RV signals and its potential
extensions to serve as a tomographic tool.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Extracting radial velocities (RV) from a time series of spectroscopic
measurements is a long-withstanding challenge of observational as-
tronomy. A few decades ago, when studying a large sample of galax-
ies, Tonry & Davis (1979) used the cross-correlation function (CCF)
between the observed spectra and a set of theoretical templates to
estimate the RV of each object. The statistical equivalence between
CCF maximisation and least-squares minimisation provided the for-
mal justification for their approach, while its computational efficiency
made it technically appealing (see Brault & White 1971, who advo-
cated for using fast Fourier transform in astronomy).

Indeed, CCF-based techniques have been a standard practice of
RV extraction for many years since (e.g., Zucker & Mazeh 1994;
Pepe et al. 2002; Lovis & Fischer 2010). An important assumption
underlying this method is that the chosen theoretical template ac-
curately describes the observed data. Deviations from the expected
spectral shape, in principle, violate this assumption. Some techniques
were consequentially developed to estimate RV based on empirical
models derived from the data itself (e.g., Zucker & Mazeh 2006;
Zechmeister et al. 2018; Rajpaul et al. 2020). In practice, whether
derived from theoretical or empirical models, the RV inaccuracy in-
duced by modelling errors was often small compared to the overall
noise budget.

The search for planets beyond our solar system has shifted these
tides. The required precision to detect an Earth-like planet orbiting a
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Sun-like star is ∼10 cm s−1. Although state-of-the-art spectrographs
are expected to achieve this precision in the foreseeable future, it has
become increasingly clear that stellar variability hinders the efforts
to detect and characterise such small signals (e.g., Fischer et al. 2016;
Crass et al. 2021; Newman et al. 2023; Hara & Ford 2023). Magnet-
ically active regions on the stellar surface, for example, deform the
shapes of the spectral lines and obscure the Doppler shift induced by
the star’s reflex motion (e.g., Figueira et al. 2013; Haywood 2015;
Plavchan et al. 2015; Luhn et al. 2022). Stellar variability can induce
a spectroscopic signal, which modulates with stellar rotation or ac-
tivity cycles. As a result, if some periodic RV modulation is detected,
one faces the challenge of ascribing it to the star’s reflex motion rather
than spectral changes due to the presence of active regions on its sur-
face (e.g., Lubin et al. 2021; John et al. 2022, 2023). Furthermore,
even if an actual planet exists in the system, stellar variability might
induce correlated noise on the resulting RV time series, impacting
the ability to accurately measure its mass (Luhn et al. 2023).

Several ways to mitigate the influence of stellar activity have been
developed in recent years (see the methodological overview by Zhao
et al. 2022 and Hara & Ford 2023 for a comprehensive statistical
review). These techniques share a common objective and are often
not mutually exclusive; however, they differ in their approach to the
problem. For example, some aim to mitigate the effect of line-profile
deformation by analysing the spectrum or its CCF as a whole (e.g.,
Davis et al. 2017; Collier Cameron et al. 2021; Cretignier et al.
2022), while others focus on individual spectral lines (Cretignier
et al. 2020; Artigau et al. 2022; Al Moulla et al. 2022a,b). Some use
activity indicators to quantify the contribution of stellar activity to
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each measurement (e.g., Milbourne et al. 2019; Haywood et al. 2022).
In contrast, others use generalised noise models to post-priory esti-
mate the activity-related contribution to the RV (e.g., Rajpaul et al.
2015; Barragán et al. 2019; Zicher et al. 2022). Alternative analysis
frameworks, such as nonparametric statistical tests for periodicity
detection (e.g., Hara et al. 2016; Binnenfeld et al. 2020, 2022; Hara
et al. 2022) and advanced machine learning algorithms (de Beurs
et al. 2022; Gully-Santiago & Morley 2022), are also being devel-
oped.

This work describes a new method to derive the RV in cases where
the local emission pattern on the star’s surface can be represented
as a linear combination of known functions. Our method relies on
short-time Fourier transform (e.g., Gröchenig 2001), often used in
audio signal processing. This work aims to present the mathematical
and statistical framework underlying our method and to provide sev-
eral examples to demonstrate its capabilities and design. Section 2
presents the mathematical formulation; Section 3 describes the sta-
tistical framework; Section 4 shows the results from our numeri-
cal experiments; and Section 5 summarises the work and presents
prospects for future study.

2 MATHEMATICAL FORMULATION

The measured spectrum of a star is an integrated emission profile
summed over all visible points on its luminous disk. Therefore, it does
not simply represent the star’s local photospheric emission pattern
but rather some averaged profile that reflects, for example, the stellar
rotation rate and the finite resolution of the instrument.

Some properties, such as stellar rotation and instrumental resolu-
tion, can be modelled as a convolution of the local stellar spectrum
with some broadening kernel (e.g., Gray 2005). Other phenomena,
like star spots, locally change the emitted spectrum and consequently
alter the shape of the disk-integrated profile (e.g., Dumusque et al.
2014; Zhao & Dumusque 2023). Changes to the observed spectrum
are not necessarily due to processes intrinsic to the astrophysical
source, as telluric contamination or calibration errors can also man-
ifest as deviations from the expected spectral shape (e.g. Cretignier
et al. 2021; Wang et al. 2022; Latouf et al. 2022).

This section provides the mathematical formulation we use to de-
scribe the spectrum. Its main goal is to describe how local changes
to the emission pattern propagate to the final disk-integrated mea-
surement. Active regions on the surface of the star can produce, in
some cases, patches that are colder than their surrounding regions
and manifest as star spots. Therefore, as a demonstration, we apply
this formalism to describe a situation in which the stellar effective
temperature can vary slightly from one point on the star to the other.

2.1 Factoring stellar spectra

Consider a spectrum, 𝑆(𝜆), sampled over a logarithmically uniform
wavelength grid, such that the difference between two consecutive
points is equivalent to some constant shift in velocity (e.g., Tonry &
Davis 1979).1

We start by describing the emission per unit area from some partic-
ular position on the star’s luminous disk. The position of the emitting

1 We denote our independent variable as 𝜆. This choice of notation aims
to avoid confusion with other velocity-related terms. We emphasise that the
𝜆-axis is a linear scale with units of velocity and resolution 𝛿𝜆. A typical size
for the sampling resolution is 100 − 1000 m s−1, significantly larger than the
amplitude of the RV modulations we seek.

area element is denoted by a two-dimensional position vector, r. As
discussed earlier, the properties of the emission pattern may have sev-
eral contributing factors. We assume to have some functional model
describing each factor and that a linear combination of these func-
tions can reproduce, or at least approximate, the emission pattern at
each location on the stellar surface (for a practical example, see Sec-
tion 2.2 below). More explicitly, we assume that the local emission
profile, 𝑓 , can be described as

𝑓 (𝜆e; r) = 𝑢0 (r) 𝑓 (0) (𝜆e) + 𝑢1 (r) 𝑓 (1) (𝜆e) + 𝑢2 (r) 𝑓 (2) (𝜆e) + ... , (1)

where 𝜆e is the emitted wavelength at the rest frame of the area
element.

A practical example of the decomposition in equation (1) is a
Taylor expansion of the photospheric model, which accounts for
small local changes in the stellar parameters. We demonstrate such
an approximation in Section 2.2, where we take 𝑢

𝑘
(r) to be a local

temperature deviation, Δ𝑇 (r). However, to emphasise the generality
of the decomposition, we keep the principal spectra, 𝑓 (𝑘 ) , loosely
defined at this point. We only assume that a linear combination of a
few or a few dozen such spectra can describe the emission pattern of
the star to sufficiently high precision.

Different parts on the star’s surface move with different velocities
with respect to the observer due to the star’s rotation. As a result, the
observed emission from each area element is shifted by some Δ𝜆(r).
Using the sifting property of Dirac’s delta function, the observed
emission pattern can be written as

𝑓o (𝜆; r) ≡
∫

𝛿
(
𝜆′ − 𝜆 + Δ𝜆(r)

)
𝑓 (𝜆′; r) 𝑑𝜆′, (2)

where𝜆 is the wavelength in the observer’s frame, andΔ𝜆(r) = 𝜆−𝜆e,
is a function of the position on the star’s disk.

So far, we have described the emission per unit area from some
particular position on the face of the star. Practically, we observe the
integrated contribution from the entire disk. Each area element, 𝛿𝐴,
contributes 𝑓o (𝜆; r)𝛿𝐴 to the overall flux. To obtain the observed
spectrum, we integrate all area elements,

𝑆(𝜆) =
∬

𝐴

𝑓o (𝜆; r) 𝑑𝐴 . (3)

This double integral is taken over the projection of the star’s luminous
disk onto the plane of the sky, summing all its visible parts.

The general integral expression in equation (3) can be broken down
to a sum that represents the contributions of the functional terms we
used to describe the local emission pattern in equation (1). To do so,
we plug equations (1-2) into equation (3), and obtain

𝑆(𝜆) =
∑︁
𝑘

[∭
𝛿
(
𝜆′ − 𝜆 + Δ𝜆(r)

)
𝑢
𝑘
(r) 𝑓 (𝑘 ) (𝜆′)𝑑𝐴𝑑𝜆′

]
. (4)

Each term in this series is now a triple integral. Two coordinates are
positional, as the integral sums over the different area elements on
the plane of the sky. The third integral is inherited from equation (2)
and represents the Doppler shift of each area element.

We now wish to simplify the expression in equation (4). To do so,
we define the 𝑘 th principal kernel,𝑈 (𝑘 ) , as the result of the integration
over the plane of the sky,

𝑈 (𝑘 ) (𝜆) ≡
∬

𝐴

𝑢𝑘 (r)𝛿
(
𝜆 + Δ𝜆(r)

)
𝑑𝐴 . (5)

Using the definition above, the 𝑘 th term in the series shown in equa-
tion (4) can be written as

𝑆 (𝑘 ) (𝜆) =
∫
𝑈 (𝑘 ) (𝜆′ − 𝜆) 𝑓 (𝑘 ) (𝜆′)𝑑𝜆′ ≡

(
𝑈 (𝑘 ) ⊛ 𝑓 (𝑘 )

)
(𝜆) . (6)
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Linearized radial velocity extraction 3

Figure 1. Interpolated PHOENIX models, sampled around the MgB lines.
The colours illustrate the continuum-normalized emission, where blue and red
represent the high and low flux levels, respectively. The horizontal axis shows
the wavelength grid, and the vertical one shows the effective temperature of
the model. The dotted black line references the selected temperature at which
we estimated the flux and its temperature derivatives (see Section 2.2 and
Figure 2).

The integral equation above is a simple convolution of the 𝑘 th prin-
cipal kernel with its corresponding principal spectra, taken in the
𝜆-axis. To represent this convolution, we use the ⊛ symbol.

Using equation (6), we rewrite the expression for the disk-
integrated spectrum as a sum of convolutions,

𝑆(𝜆) = 𝑈 (0) ⊛ 𝑓 (0) (𝜆) +𝑈 (1) ⊛ 𝑓 (1) (𝜆) + ... . (7)

The above-mentioned principal spectra, 𝑓 (𝑘 ) , represent the expan-
sion terms of the local emission pattern. This pattern is weighted,
arranged and shifted by the principal kernels, 𝑈 (𝑘 ) . Equation (7) at-
tains a simple form in the Fourier domain. This is because, by the
convolution theorem, it is represented as a sum of products,

𝑆(𝜁) = �̃� (0) 𝑓 (0) (𝜁) + �̃� (1) 𝑓 (1) (𝜁) + ... , (8)

where the tilde sign indicates the Fourier transform (FT).

2.2 Linearized photospheric models

In the previous section, we assumed that the rest frame emission from
any single point of the star is a linear combination of principal spectra.
We now show that this is a natural consequence of the continuous
manner in which the spectral properties change with respect to the
star’s physical properties.

Although the stellar spectrum contains many different features,
only a few properties are required to control its shape. These in-
clude, for example, stellar convective flows, effective temperature,
pressure and metallicity. We construct a linear model using a simple
Taylor expansion per wavelength, taken around the estimated stellar
parameters. While changes to some parameters affect the spectrum
very linearly, inducing only minor changes to it, others could cause
nonlinear effects and require several terms for the expansion to be
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Figure 2. Mean-subtracted and normalized sections of principal spectra used
for the linearized photospheric models in Section 2.2. Top panel — the zeroth-
order principal spectra, 𝑓 (0) , a Sun-like model taken along the horizontal
dotted lines in Figure 1. Middle panel — the first-order principal spectra, 𝑓 (1) ,
taken as the derivative of the model with respect to the effective temperature.
Bottom panel — the second-order principal spectra, 𝑓 (2) , taken as the second
derivative of the model with respect to the effective temperature.

efficient (e.g., spectral line appearance or disappearance due to local
temperature changes).

The effectiveness of the linear decomposition is demonstrated by
modeling local effective temperature (𝑇eff) variations as a Taylor
series. We define the first term in the expansion, 𝑓 (0)

𝑇
, to be the

photospheric model at some reference temperature 𝑇0. The high-
order terms in our expansion are, therefore, given by

𝑓 (𝑘 )
𝑇

=
𝜕𝑘 𝑓

(0)
𝑇

𝜕𝑇 𝑘
eff

����
𝑇0

. (9)

Figure 1 illustrates how the local emission pattern of a star changes as
a function of 𝑇eff . The continuum-normalized photospheric models
underlying this figure were generated by PHOENIX (Husser et al.
2013), and obtained from POLLUX2 database (Palacios et al. 2010).
The figure shows how some lines become deeper or shallower, as
the red and light-blue colours indicate. Figure 2 shows the first three
terms we use to describe a Sun-like photospheric model.

Using the temperature expansion terms, equation (1) for the local
emission pattern can be written, up to second order, as

𝑓 (𝜆e; r) ≃ 𝑓 (0)
𝑇

(𝜆e) + Δ𝑇 (r) 𝑓 (1)
𝑇

(𝜆e) + Δ𝑇 (r)2 𝑓 (2)
𝑇

(𝜆e) , (10)

where Δ𝑇 (r) is the local temperature deviation. By plugging equa-
tion (10) into equation (8), we get an approximated prescription for
the spectrum,

𝑆(𝜁) ≃ �̃� (0) 𝑓 (0)
𝑇

(𝜁) + �̃� (1) 𝑓 (1)
𝑇

(𝜁) + �̃� (2) 𝑓 (2)
𝑇

(𝜁) . (11)

Using the equation above, we can draw some qualitative conclu-
sions about the expected shape of the kernels. Since the first term in

2 Publically available via this link.
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the expansion represents the fiducial model of the star, its expected
shape will contain the instrumental line spread function, �̃�inst, and
the rotational broadening kernel, �̃�rot. Therefore,

�̃� (0) (𝜁) = exp
(
− 𝑖2𝜋Δ𝑣𝜁

)
�̃�inst

(
𝜁 ; R

)
�̃�rot

(
𝜁 ; 𝑣rot, 𝜖

)
, (12)

where Δ𝑣, 𝑣rot, 𝜖 and R represent the star’s RV, rotational velocity
projection on our line of sight, linear limb-darkening coefficient and
the instrumental resolution, respectively. In Appendix A we provide
the explicit expressions for �̃�inst and �̃�rot, for completeness.

To clarify the role of the kernels, consider the simplest case, in
which the temperature deviation is localized to one particular location
on the surface of the star, which moves with some velocity 𝑣spot with
respect to its centre-of-mass velocity. In this case, the high-order
kernels will be limited by the instrumental resolution, hence

�̃� (𝑘 ) (𝜁) ∝ exp
(
− 𝑖2𝜋(Δ𝑣 + 𝑣spot)𝜁

)
�̃�inst

(
𝜁 ; R

)
, (13)

with some scaling factor that depends on Δ𝑇 at the position of the
spot (see the simulations in Section 4.2 for a demonstration). We
emphasize that the localization of the temperature fluctuation is nei-
ther an assumption nor a requirement of our method, as shown in
Section 4.3. For simplicity, we do not discuss the velocity induced by
convective blueshift inhibition at the moment (but see Section 4.4).

3 RV EXTRACTION

Each additive term in equation (7) is a convolution of two functions:
the principal spectra, 𝑓 (𝑘 ) , which are assumed to be known, and
their corresponding kernels, 𝑈 (𝑘 ) , which we wish to infer from the
spectrum. These two types of functions are fundamentally different:

First, the principal spectra can have any general form in the 𝜆-axis;
their corresponding convolution kernels, however, span a limited
range and coincide with zero away from the origin (i.e., have com-
pact support). For instance, the rotational broadening kernel cannot
blend spectral regions separated by more than twice the star’s rota-
tional velocity. Similarly, the line spread function effectively drops
to zero for wavelengths separated by more than a few times 𝑐/R. In
Section 3.1, we use this property to show that, provided with a set
of ∼10 principal spectra, one could infer the shapes of the kernels
based on a single spectrum.

Second, the principal spectra in our formulation describe all the
chromatic changes in the spectrum. Therefore, if we apply equa-
tion (8) to a small spectrum segment, the principal spectra will
change, while their corresponding kernels will not. Qualitatively,
one could think about this step as analysing data obtained by an
echelle spectrograph order-by-order: the rotational broadening pro-
file, for example, is assumed to be the same for all orders even though
different orders contain a different set of spectral lines (but see Sec-
tion 4.4). In Section 3.2, we use this property to simplify the RV
extraction procedure.

3.1 Is the inference possible?

The first question at hand is whether a single spectrum provides
enough constraints to fit all the parameters of our model.

The spectrum is sampled on a grid with some finite sampling reso-
lution, 𝛿𝜆. A typical sampling resolution of high-resolution spectro-
graphs is ∼0.1−1 km s-1. Due to their compact support, the principal
kernels cannot blend values separated by more than Δ𝜆max, which
is on the order of a few tens of km s-1. Therefore, to fit a model that

consists of about ten principal spectra, the number of parameters we
need to infer is
Δ𝜆max
𝛿𝜆

× (Number of principal spectra) ∼ 103.

Since high-resolution spectra typically consist of ∼105 sampled
wavelengths, a single spectrum should provide enough constraints to
make the inference problem feasible, assuming the high-order terms
carry the required information content (see discussion in Section 5).

Without any assumptions regarding the functional shape of the
principal kernels, one can directly fit their values at each sampling
point, assuming that

𝑈 (𝑘 ) (𝜆) =

𝜃
(𝑘 )
𝜆

|𝜆 | ≤ Δ𝜆max,

0 else.
(14)

where 𝜃 (𝑘 )
𝜆

is a scalar fitted for every point on the 𝜆-axis in which
the kernel is not zero. Assuming Gaussian white noise, the inference
problem can be reduced to least-squares minimisation (e.g., Anglada-
Escudé & Butler 2012; Zechmeister et al. 2018; Silva et al. 2022).

However, while it is established that the inference problem is solv-
able, the convolution procedure in equation (7) makes the solution
cumbersome.

3.2 Simlifying the inference

To simplify the inference procedure, we move to the Fourier domain,
where a simple sum of products describes our model (see equation 8).
In the Fourier domain, the principal kernels are given by

�̃� (𝑘 ) (𝜁) = 𝜂 (𝑘 )
𝜁
. (15)

However, the number of required parameters and available constraints
remained the same as before.

We now utilize the chromatic behaviour of the expansion. We FT
a small spectrum segment that starts at some wavelength Λ,

𝑆Λ (𝜁) = �̃� (0) 𝑓
(0)
Λ

(𝜁) + �̃� (1) 𝑓
(1)
Λ

(𝜁) + ... , (16)

where 𝑓
(𝑘 )
Λ

is the FT of the selected segment of the principle spec-
tra. Note that while the principle spectra changed in the transition
from equation (8) to (16), their corresponding kernels did not. This
is because the principal kernels are insensitive to the wavelength do-
main in question, by their definition in equation (5). This property
simplifies the inference problem: we slice the spectrum into several
segments. Since all segments share the same kernels, we have suf-
ficient constraints to fit the Fourier amplitudes of the kernel at each
𝜁 separately. Once obtained, the derived kernels can be transformed
back to the 𝜆-domain using inverse FT.

This procedure essentially describes a short-time Fourier trans-
form (STFT; e.g., Gröchenig 2001, Müller 2021, Faulhuber 2022),
which we denote with a tilde sign and Λ subscript. Heuristically, the
transform is done as follows:3 First, we divide each spectrum into 𝑁Λ

partially overlapping segments of 𝑁𝜁 samples each; the segments are
then multiplied by some predetermined window function, 𝑤; finally,
the FT of each segment is calculated separately. This procedure turns
the one-dimensional spectrum into a two-dimensional matrix. De-
tails regarding the STFT procedure, our selected window function,
and spectrum segmentation are provided in Appendix B.

3 In practice, we derived the STFT using the SciPy 1.10.1 implementation,
using a Hann window and 75% overlap between consecutive segments.

MNRAS 000, 1–14 (2022)
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3.3 Modelling the spectrum

Using a general prescription of equation (15) for all principal kernels
makes interpreting the results harder. Therefore, we use the expansion
presented in Section 2.2 to extract the RV: we explicitly model the
zeroth-order term, 𝑆 (0) , and use a general prescription for the high-
order ones. The model we fit for the spectrum is given by

𝑆Λ (𝜁 ; Δ𝑣, 𝜂𝜂𝜂) = 𝑆
(0)
Λ
(𝜁 ;Δ𝑣) +

∑︁
𝑘>0

𝜂
(𝑘 )
𝜁
𝑓
(𝑘 )
Λ

(𝜁) , (17)

where 𝑆 (0)
Λ

is the STFT of the Doppler-shifted zeroth-order term
obtained according to equations (11) and (12). See Appendix C for
a detailed procedure description.

The number of parameters in this approach can be larger than the
minimum required number discussed above. This is because, in this
description, we don’t only fit the number of points required to charac-
terize the kernels within their compact support — but rather fit for the
entire wavelength segment, which might cover a broader wavelength
range compared to the support of the kernels. Other parameteri-
zations may be able to take advantage of the known instrumental
line-spread function and further reduce the number of parameters. In
this work, we focus on utilizing the representation presented above.

3.4 The objective function

So far, we have defined a parameterized model for the spectrum. Now,
assume that we were provided with an observed spectrum 𝐷 (𝜆) from
which we wish to infer the model’s parameters.

Assuming the noise is white and Gaussian, the log-likelihood in
the 𝜆-domain is proportional to the negative residual sum of squares,

logL + const ∝ −
∑︁
𝜆

��𝐷 (𝜆) − 𝑆(𝜆; Δ𝑣, 𝜃𝜃𝜃)
��2 , (18)

where 𝜃𝜃𝜃 is the vector of parameters from equation (14). The objective
function, which we minimize to derive the set of parameters, is the
squared 𝑙2-norm of the residual vector.

We now turn to find the equivalent objective function in the STFT
domain. To do so, we note that the STFT transform is a tight frame,
i.e., the 𝑙2 norm of the spectrum in the 𝜆-domain is proportional to its
Frobenius norm in the STFT domain, and the constant of proportion
can be derived and accounted for (see Appendix B). Therefore,

logL + const ∝ −
∑︁
Λ𝜁

���̃�Λ (𝜁) − 𝑆Λ (𝜁 ; Δ𝑣, 𝜂𝜂𝜂)
��2 ≡ −RSS , (19)

where �̃�Λ (𝜁) is the STFT of the observed spectrum. Effectively,
instead of summing over the squared values of the residuals vector in
the 𝜆 domain, we sum over the squared difference between the STFT
matrices of the data and the model, element-wise.

As equations (15-17) show, the vector of parameters 𝜂𝜂𝜂 is given per
𝜁 . Therefore, to minimize the objective function, we solve the system
of 𝑁Λ linear equations for each 𝜁 separately. The objective function
we use is

Δ logL ≃ −ΔRSS
2⟨𝜎⟩2 (20)

where ⟨𝜎⟩2 is the variance of the additive Gaussian noise. If the
variance is unknown, it could be estimated by min

(
RSS

) /
𝑁𝜆. An

outline of the fitting procedure applied in this work is provided in
Appendices C and D.

Equation (20) implicitly assumes that the error per pixel is constant
throughout the spectrum. This is inescapable, as the information
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Figure 3. A fitted spectrum of a Sun-like star with a single dark spot. The spot
contribution is taken to be 5% of the entire flux, its velocity with respect to
that of the centre of mass is 400 m s-1, and the temperature difference between
the spot and the quiet parts of the star is 200 K. Section 4 provides the full
simulation description. Top panel — simulated spectrum (black) and fitted
model (red). Middle panel — the residuals obtained using only the zeroth-
order principal spectra. Bottom panel — residuals from the full model.

regarding the variance of each measurement is not retained in the
transition to the STFT domain. However, it is possible to exclude the
score of selected sections or weigh their score by the typical inverse
variance of the pixel in each segment (see Appendix C).

4 NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

This section demonstrates the application of the STFT-based RV
extraction scheme presented above, using simulations based on syn-
thetic spectra. We use the continuum normalized PHOENIX models
(Husser et al. 2013), obtained from the POLLUX4 database (Pala-
cios et al. 2010). The models were in the ∼4500−7500 Angstrom
wavelength range.

The first three simulations presented below are simplistic. They
are only meant to demonstrate the methodology and illustrate its
capabilities in cases where the principal spectra properly account for
the physical properties driving the spectral shape variations. In these
simulations, we only consider local temperature fluctuation and do
not assume any additional physical processes apart from it. We refer
to the colder regions on the surface of the simulated star as ‘spots’ for
brevity. In Section 4.4, we apply the method to a realistic simulation.

4.1 A single spot

We start with a simplistic simulation of a star with one spot. A
continuum-normalized spectrum of a Sun-like star, 𝑆★, is used
as the fiducial photospheric model (𝑇eff = 5,800 K; log 𝑔 = 4.5;

4 Publically available via this link.
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Figure 4. The log-likelihood and high-order principal kernels for the fit
shown in Figure 3. Top panel — the log-likelihood versus the RV appears
as a solid black line. The vertical dotted and dashed black lines indicate the
ground truth and the best-fitting RV values, respectively. The derived one-
sigma confidence interval is shown as a red vertical stripe. Middle panel —
the reconstructed first-order principal kernel. Bottom panel — same as the
middle panel, but for the second-order principal kernel. Both kernel plots are
normalized, so their maximum absolute value is 1.

Figure 5. A river plot of moving spots. The figure illustrates the positions
of the high-order principal kernels derived from the simulations described in
Section 4.2. Left panel — the first-order principal kernel corresponding to the
photospheric model’s first derivative with respect to the effective temperature.
Right panel — the second-order principal kernel corresponding to the model’s
second effective temperature derivative. The kernels are normalized so that
their maximal absolute value is 1.

[Fe/H] = 0; 𝑣 sin 𝑖 = 5 km s−1). To describe the localized tempera-
ture fluctuation, 𝑆◦, we subtract one PHOENIX model from another:
a Sun-like photospheric model, with the same stellar properties as
the fiducial model but with no rotational broadening, is subtracted
from a model with an effective temperature lower by 200 K.

We Doppler-shifted the stellar model by 7.5 m s-1 and the spot
spectrum by 400 m s-1 with respect to the star’s velocity. The two
spectra were then co-added,

𝐷 = (1 − 𝛼)𝑆★ + 𝛼𝑆◦, (21)

where 𝛼 represents the fractional contribution of the spot, which we
took to be 5%. The combined spectrum is broadened using a Gaussian
profile to simulate an instrument with a spectral resolution, R =

200,000 and sampled over a logarithmic grid of 0.2 km s-1. Finally,
Gaussian white noise was added to the simulated data spectrum,
assuming SNR5 of 20. Figure 3 shows a portion of the resulting
spectrum centred around the MgB lines.

We assume a pixel-dominated noise regime, where the readout,
charge transfer and bias contribute most of the noise budget. This
simplistic assumption allows a constant-variance additive Gaussian
noise model. Depending on the characteristics of the detectors and
binning schemes, we expect it to hold for SNR below ∼50 (e.g.,
Bouchy et al. 2009; Blackman et al. 2020; Zhao et al. 2021). In
Section 5.3 and Appendix C, we discuss and show this assumption
can be relaxed.

To derive the RV, we model the spectrum according to equa-
tion (11), using the high-order principal spectra according to the
𝑇eff expansion shown in Figure 2. We infer the model’s parame-
ters in the STFT domain, as shown in equation (17), using the loss
function given in equation (20). We scan a range of trial velocities.
For each one, we explicitly calculate 𝑆 (0)

Λ
and analytically derive the

high-order principal kernels, 𝜂𝜂𝜂, that minimize the loss. We used sec-
tions of length 210 and fractional overlap of 75% between segments.
Since our input is real-valued, this selection yielded 2990 wavelength
segments (𝑁Λ), each consisting of 513 frequencies (𝑁𝜁 ).

Two ‘global’ parameters, Δ𝑣 and 𝛼, were fitted to the entire spec-
trum. Additionally, for each 𝜁 , we fitted two additional parameters
– one per high-order kernel – using 2990 constraints. A detailed
description of our fitting procedure is provided in Appendix C. The
analysis yielded an RV estimate of

�̂� = 7.71 ± 0.41 m s-1,

which is consistent with the injected velocity of the simulation. The
fitted model and its corresponding residuals are shown in Figure 3.
The log-likelihood curve and reconstructed high-order principal ker-
nels are provided in the upper panel of Figure 4.

We used an explicit inverse discrete FT matrix to reconstruct the
shape of the high-order kernels while accounting for the uncertainty
in the fitted amplitudes to suppress spurious Fourier components. To
do so, we weighted each amplitude by its inverse variance. The re-
covered kernels, normalised such that their maximum absolute value
is unity, appear at their expected position and show an approximately
Gaussian profile, as expected. However, we note that the kernels do
not drop exactly to zero at high velocities. We ascribe this long-term
trend to the fact that the fitted high-order terms are not orthogonal
to each other, which might have some implications for the possible
application of the method.

5 The SNR-squared is defined as the ratio between the power in the spec-
trum and the variance of the additive white noise. We justify this choice in
Section 4.3 and Figure 7.
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Figure 6. A Monte-Carlo simulation, extracting the velocities from 100 sim-
ulated spectra of a spotted star moving with RV of 50 m s-1. See the text
for the full details of the simulation. The two histograms show the results of
the STFT-based approach to the performance of a standard CCF, showing an
improvement by a factor of ∼4 in the scatter of the derived velocities. Two
Gaussian distributions are overlaid, N(49.98, 0.402 ) and N(49.9, 1.62 ) ,
represent the STFT (solid black) and CCF (dotted red) samples, respectively.

4.2 A moving spot

To illustrate the role of the high-order kernels, we repeated the single-
spot simulation described above. In this exercise, we simulated 100
spectra; the spectral properties of the star and spot were taken as
before but with different velocities. The star was assumed to have
zero RV, and the spot of each instance was shifted according to

𝑣◦ = 2 × sin
(
2𝜋𝑛/25

)
km s-1,

where 𝑛 indicates the measurement number (or time, with some arbi-
trary units). Centre-to-limb variations of the spectrum were neglected
in this simulation (but see below).

As before, we model the spectrum according to equation (11), us-
ing the high-order principal spectra according to the 𝑇eff expansion
shown in Figure 2. We do not fit the radial velocity of the star, but
rather assume it has zero RV and recover the parameters of the high-
order principal kernels, 𝜂𝜂𝜂, by minimising the loss in equation (20).
The recovered kernels are transformed back to the wavelength do-
main. The time series of recovered kernels reproduce the injected
spot velocity, as Figure 5 demonstrates.

4.3 Several spots

We repeated the experiment above, using similar specifications of
the spectral models, but with 5 spots with random velocities. The
spectrum and the spots were added,

𝐷 =
(
1 −

∑︁
𝛼𝑖
)
𝑆★ +

∑︁
𝛼𝑖𝑆◦,𝑖 , (22)

and broadened by the same assumed instrumental resolution as be-
fore. Gaussian noise, equivalent to an SNR of 20, was added to the
data. The centre-of-mass velocity was taken to be 50 m s-1. The spot
velocities were sampled from a Gaussian distribution of zero mean
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Figure 7. The scatter in the extracted RV versus the SNR of the simulated
spectrum. The scatter of the CCF-derived velocities is shown as black points,
and those derived from the STFT method appear as white circles. The grey
dotted lines guide the eye to the expected inverse relation. The top x-axis
shows the expected continuum-level SNR per pixel at 550 nm (this is a
simulation-specific approximated relation; see Appendix E for more details).

and standard deviations of 200 m s-1, and their fractional contribu-
tion, 𝛼𝑖 , was sampled from a uniform distribution and normalized so
that their total contribution, 𝛼 =

∑
𝛼𝑖 , was 2.5%.

We generated 100 random instances of the configuration above.
We derived the RV of each instance twice: First, the RVs were ob-
tained via standard CCF maximisation (Tonry & Davis 1979; Zucker
2003). We cross-correlated6 the simulated spectra with the quiet star
template after applying a Tuckey window to account for edge effects
(Harris 1978). This procedure yielded a sample of RV measurements
centred at 49.9 m s-1 with a standard deviation of 1.6 m s-1,

�̂�ccf ∼ N(49.9, 1.62) .

Second, we applied our STFT-based approach, as described above
and in Appendix C. This procedure yielded an RV sample centred at
49.98 m s-1 with a standard deviation of 0.40 cm s-1,

�̂�stft ∼ N(49.98, 0.402) .

In this numerical experiment, our method improved the precision of
the RV estimation by a factor of ∼4 without impairing the accuracy.
Figure 6 shows the resulting RV distributions with the corresponding
Gaussian distribution.

Finally, we repeat the Monte Carlo exercise for several different
SNR values. If indeed our linearized model can describe the spotted
star, we expect that the RV scatter to be inversely proportional to the
SNR of the spectroscopic measurement (e.g., Lovis & Fischer 2010),

𝜎𝑉 ∝ (SNR)−1. (23)

The seed models for the spectra are as before, and so are the size

6 We calculated the cross-correlation value in the Fourier domain. Optimiza-
tion was performed using the SciPy optimization and root finding submodule.
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Figure 8. Mean-subtracted and normalized sections of principal spectra used
for the linearized photospheric models in Section 4.4. Top panel — the
zeroth-order principal spectra, 𝑓 (0) , a Solar spectrum, taken where the cosine
of the heliocentric angle, cos 𝜇, equals 0.3. Middle panel — the first-order
principal spectra, 𝑓 (1) , taken as the derivative of the model with respect to
cos 𝜇. Bottom panel — the second-order principal spectra, 𝑓 (2) , taken as the
second derivative of the model with respect to cos 𝜇.

and velocity distributions of the injected spots. We injected 3 spots
with a flux contribution of 0.75%. For each SNR value, we repeated
the simulation 300 times. Figure 7 shows the result of this numerical
experiment. The figure shows how the CCF-derived velocities reach
a plateau at ∼0.6 m s-1 while the STFT-based RV scatter follows the
expected relation from equation (23).

We note that in the simulations we conducted, the SNR-squared is
defined as the proportion of the noise-free model’s power, or variance,
to that of the additive Gaussian noise. Other alternative definitions
might prove more useful or practical in applied stellar spectroscopy.
We chose this particular one because it connects the amount of useful
information in the data to the amount of noise;7 this relationship,
in turn, enables the relation in equation (23). The inverse scaling
between the RVs and the SNR suggests that our inference procedure
performs as expected.

The value of the RV scatter in Figure 7 depends on specific sim-
ulation details, such as the instrumental resolution, sampling rate
and wavelength range. Of course, if the noise were induced by some
different source, for which the high-order terms cannot account, the
STFT-based method would have encountered a noise floor of its own.
This is demonstrated in the following subsection.

7 We point out that our SNR definition should not be confused with the
spectroscopic SNRc, usually defined in the continuum. For example, SNR of
∼20 in Figure 7 is equivalent to SNRc of about ∼80 (for Sun-like stars). The
scaling with RV precision also relies on the instrument’s bandpass, sampling,
and resolution. Considering realistic specifications of high-resolution instru-
ments, SNR of ∼20 should yield RV scatter of ∼100 cm s-1. See Appendix E
for more details.
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Figure 9. Top panel — the mean-subtracted default RVs provided with the
SOAP simulation, added with the simulated planetary-like periodic Doppler
shift (solid red line). Middle panel — a time series of the velocities derived
using only the zeroth-order term, without the centre-to-limb principal spectra.
Bottom panel — a time series of the velocities derived using the full model,
using five centre-to-limb principal spectra.

4.4 SOAP simulations

To further demonstrate the method, we test it against a realistic sim-
ulated data set produced using the GPU-accelerated version of Spot
Oscillation And Planet software (SOAP-GPU; Zhao & Dumusque
2023). The simulations were produced by Zhao & Dumusque (pri-
vate communication).

4.4.1 Properties of the simulated dataset

A spectrum of the quiet Sun served as the seed model of the simula-
tion. Spots and faculae were generated using PHOENIX models with
effective temperatures of 5015 and 6028 ◦K, respectively. The spot
sizes and spot-to-faculae size ratios were randomly drawn according
to Borgniet et al. (2015, table 1 therein). The latitude distribution of
the injected active regions follows the butterfly diagram, and their
longitudes are separated by 180 degrees, reproducing the active lon-
gitudes (Borgniet et al. 2015). Active regions were injected into the
simulated spectra while accounting for convective blueshift inhibi-
tion and the dependence of the line bisector on the centre-to-limb
angle, 𝜇. There is no size evolution of the simulated active regions.

There are 249 simulated spectra in the synthetic dataset, taken
continuously over 50 days with an average time interval of 5 hours
between each observation. The simulated star has a rotation period
of 10 days; on average, it has 10 active regions on its surface, with
a median spot size of ∼50 and an interquartile range of ∼15−250
millionths of a Solar hemisphere. The expected value for the active
region filling factor is ∼1 per cent, considering the spot and faculae-
to-spot size distributions. We periodically shifted the spectrum to
simulate the reflex motion due to a planet,

𝑣 = 30 × sin
[

2𝜋 (𝑡 − 𝑡0)
17 day

]
cm s-1,
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where 𝑡0 is the epoch of the first simulated spectrum. The spectrum
was sampled with a logarithmic grid of 0.8 km s-1, similar to what
is provided by many high-resolution spectrographs. Gaussian white
noise was added to the simulations, assuming an SNR of 100.

4.4.2 Centre-to-limb principal spectra

Studies and observations suggest that the suppression of granular
blueshift in magnetised regions of the Sun’s photosphere is responsi-
ble for most of the parasitic activity-induced RV signal (e.g., Dravins
et al. 1981; Haywood et al. 2016). This effect has been found to im-
pact the detectability of exoplanets (e.g., Reiners et al. 2016; Meunier
et al. 2017; Cegla 2019), and its spectral signature has been associ-
ated with 𝜇 angle at which the active region is located (e.g. Bauer
et al. 2018). Even if one assumes that convective blueshift inhibition
is a perfectly ‘grey’ effect, namely, it only affects the local velocity
field without changing the spectral shape of the active region, it will
still have a spectral signature in the disk-integrated spectrum of the
star. This is due to the variation in the stellar spectrum from the star’s
centre to its limb.

We can account for these variations as small deviations from our
analysis’s standard rotational broadening kernel. To produce the re-
quired centre-to-limb principal spectra, we use the IRSOL Solar
atlas,8 compiled by Ramelli et al. (2017). The catalogue provides a
high-resolution spectrum of the Sun, taken at different heliocentric
angles, 𝜇. Figure 8 presents the Solar spectrum taken at cos 𝜇 = 0.3
along with the first two derivatives. The calculation and role of the
derivatives are identical to the effective temperature derivatives used
in our naive temperature fluctuation example in Section 2.2.

4.4.3 Analysis and results

To derive the RV, we model the spectrum similarly to what is de-
scribed in equation (11), but using the first five derivatives with
respect to cos 𝜇 as the high-order principle spectra, the first two of
which are presented in the middle and bottom panels of Figure 8. For
the zeroth-order term, we used the same Sun-like PHOENIX model
used in our previous simulations, shown in the top panel of Figure 2.
We used shorter sections of length 26 and the same fractional overlap
of 75% between segments. Similar results were obtained with sec-
tion lengths of up to 28. The data and code underlying this numerical
experiment are available online.9

The results of our analysis are presented in Figure 9. The bottom
panel shows our full-fitted model’s extracted velocity and estimated
uncertainty, with a solid red line depicting the expected RV mod-
ulation due to the simulation reflex motion of the star. The middle
panel shows the extracted RVs using only the zeroth-order Sun-like
PHOENIX model. The top panel of Figure 9 shows, for reference, the
RV estimates obtained by cross-correlating the simulated spectrum
with a predetermined mask (Zhao & Dumusque 2023). These veloc-
ities, provided as part of the simulation data products, were added
with the assumed value of the RV with which we shifted the data.
The figure illustrates that our method substantially reduced the effect
of stellar activity. The resulting scatter around the injected Doppler
shift is ∼34 cm s-1. Considering the coarser sampling and shorter
wavelength coverage of the SOAP simulations, the expected shot-
noise limit RV scatter is ∼35 cm s-1 (see Appendix E), consistent
with the results of the simulation. Nevertheless, some small residual

8 Available via this link.
9 The data underlying Figure 9 is available via a GitHub repository.

correlations can be seen in the derived velocities. This is probably
because the high-order principal spectra used in our calculation do
not perfectly describe the activity-induced variations in the spectrum.

5 DISCUSSION

In this paper, we assumed that the emitted spectrum per unit area of
the star is describable by a linear combination of known principal
spectra. Building on this assumption, we showed that the integrated
spectrum attains a simple form: a sum of principal convolution ker-
nels that operate on the principal spectra.

The information content of the spectrum can be efficiently encap-
sulated in the kernels. The principal kernels are a sufficient statistic,
and, under our assumptions, no other statistic provides additional
information on the RV value or the deformations of the line profile.
We showed how to recover the principal kernels using least squares
fitting in the STFT domain and showed the mathematical equivalence
of our procedure to least-squares fitting in the wavelength domain.

We first demonstrated the method’s performance on some simplis-
tic simulations of a star with temperature fluctuations on its surface.
This simulation serves as a proxy for a star-spotted spectrum while
maintaining the fidelity of the principal kernels we currently have at
hand. Our naive simulations are simplistic but conceptually similar
to modern codes that produce realistic spectra (e.g., Dumusque et al.
2014; Zhao & Dumusque 2023; Palumbo et al. 2022). This is be-
cause they represent, at least approximately, the integrated spectrum
of many parcels on the star’s surface.

As a more realistic demonstration, we analysed a set of SOAP
simulations. To do so, we derived the principal spectra associated
with the Sun’s centre-to-limb variation. As Figure 9 shows, our anal-
ysis can mitigate the effects of stellar activity. However, as discussed
above, it is likely that the high-order terms used in the process only
do not fully account for the spectral variability. Therefore, we ex-
pect that the performance of this particular setup will change with
spot coverage and temperature contrast variations of the simulated
spectrum (see Section 5.3).

5.1 Towards extreme precision RV

The scope of this work is limited to developing and presenting the
formalism underlying the RV extraction method. Some of the exam-
ples provided above are simplistic, as we aim to illustrate the role
of the different components in the factorisation and the method’s
potential.

Moving forward, the most crucial step would be confronting real
solar or stellar spectra. To do so, we must obtain realistic estimates,
either theoretical or empirical, of the principal spectra. Various as-
pects of stellar spectra can be assumed to vary smoothly with a small
number of parameters. The effective temperature was discussed as a
fiducial example in this work, but other effects are likely to be de-
scribed by a similar prescription. For example, Pietrow et al. (2022)
studied the centre-to-limb variation in the line profile; Al Moulla
et al. (2022b) linked the local magnetic fields, driving convective
blue shift inhibition, with the formation temperature of each part of
the spectral lines; and, Palumbo et al. (2022) developed an efficient
empirical model to describe the effect of granulation. These stud-
ies and others can serve as a starting point in obtaining linearized
prescriptions of stellar emission patterns.

Not all effects that are imprinted in the measured spectrum are as-
sociated with the astrophysical object we observe. For example, atmo-
spheric transmission, line-spread-function variations (e.g., Gilbert-
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son & Ford 2022; Allart et al. 2022), and calibration drift also produce
chromatic effects on the stellar spectrum. At first glance, some of
these effects might be hard to approach using a linearized approach.
However, recent studies have shown significant success in mitigat-
ing the effect of telluric lines using linear methods such as principal
component analysis (e.g., Bedell et al. 2019, Cretignier et al. 2021,
and references therein) or as a smooth function of a few parameters
(Ivanova et al. 2023). Our factorisation can therefore help account for
telluric contamination. The expansion approach shown in Section 2.2
is particularly suited to mitigate the impact of micro-telluric lines on
the RV estimate (Cunha et al. 2014; Wang et al. 2022; Latouf et al.
2022).

Provided with linearised models, our method could serve as a step
towards achieving the community’s RV precision goals in the coming
years. Building on the results from various recent studies, principal
spectra can be derived, enabling our formalism to account for various
aspects of stellar- or instrumental-induced chromatic variations. Re-
cent studies of the Sun as a star (e.g., Al Moulla et al. 2022a; Lin et al.
2022; Ellwarth et al. 2023) provide an opportunity to empirically ob-
tain the shape of the principal spectra and apply this knowledge to the
analysis of other stars. However, deriving the corresponding principal
spectra requires substantial study and analysis and therefore deferred
to follow-up work.

5.2 Increased search volume

An additional consequence of this work is that it demonstrates how
precision RV measurements can be achieved with moderate SNR
compared to what is currently required.

The primary goal of the Terra Hunting Experiment10 (Hall et al.
2018) is to monitor a sample of at least 20 G or K dwarf stars, with
accuracy sufficient to detect Earth-analogues. However, as recently
stated by Gupta & Bedell (2023), the yield of this survey relies on
the mitigation of known noise sources. For most methodologies,
mitigating these noise sources requires a high SNR per frequency
element, raising the cost in terms of the required observing time. The
possible causes for this are diverse. For example, activity indicators
that are derived from a narrow portion of the spectrum constrain the
SNR requirements per pixel. Indicators extracted from the CCF also
require a high SNR because the spectral information is diluted in this
process.

Our methods can potentially mitigate the contribution of parasitic
RV signals induced by various stellar or instrumental effects. As
Figure 7 shows, this will allow RV scatter to approach the shot-
noise limit. The method presented in this work does not rely on a
specific set of lines or a small spectral region, but rather analyses
all spectral lines and their differential reactions to changes in the
physical conditions on the stellar surface. Our approach boils down
the information content to a relatively small number of parameters
while retaining a sufficient statistic (see Appendix D). As a result,
information is not lost in the process, as opposed to cross-correlation-
based techniques.

Therefore, the method presented in this work provides an oppor-
tunity to increase the viable sample size of spectroscopic campaigns.
This could be achieved either by observing fainter targets, reach-
ing more targets per observing run, or by constraining the orbital
solutions to sufficient accuracy with fewer observations.

10 www.terrahunting.org

5.3 Caveats

The methodology and examples in this work are based on certain
assumptions about spectrum modeling and measurement noise prop-
erties. In this section, we highlight a few related key points and
challenges.

5.3.1 Approximated photospheric models

Figure 2 indicates that, within the parameter space considered in our
simulations, temperature fluctuations primarily impact only a few
specific spectral lines, leaving most of the spectrum largely unaf-
fected. Conversely, the centre-to-limb terms presented in Figure 8
appear to have a broader impact. This property hints that the para-
sitic RV signal induced by stellar activity is caused predominantly by
convective blueshift inhibition, even though temperature differences
between active regions can exceed a thousand Kelvin. This is consis-
tent with the literature (Haywood et al. 2016) and with our analysis
of SOAP simulations.

Another factor that can affect the effectiveness of the procedure
is the approximation efficiency. The test cases shown in Section 4.3
suggest that two temperature derivatives can account for local tem-
perature fluctuations (or inaccuracy of the temperature estimate) of
up to ∼200 Kelvin. However, as illustrated in Figure 1, certain spec-
tral lines might change drastically with the effective temperatures,
potentially appearing or vanishing entirely. Hence, for large temper-
ature changes, the procedure might necessitate additional high-order
temperature derivatives.

Lastly, we note that the dominant expansion parameters could
vary based on spectral type, stellar activity, or observed wavelength
range. Optimal leading terms for a Sun-like star might differ from
those required to analyse spectra of M-dwarf or fast-rotating massive
stars. Furthermore, in some cases, the limitations of the modelling
could affect efforts to obtain reliable spectra and derivatives, as noted
in Olander et al. (2021).

5.3.2 Noise model

In this work, we assumed that all pixels are subjected to the same
noise distribution. Yet, in practice, both the intensity of stars and the
instrumental sensitivity are a function of the wavelength.

This limitation comes naturally from Fourier domain analysis.
When transitioning from equation (18) to (19), our independent vari-
able changes from pixel to frequency. Although this limitation is a
natural consequence of our inference method, it can be mitigated. Our
inference technique employs the STFT, where individual spectrum
segments undergo their own Fourier transforms. In our examples, our
analysis was performed based on nm or sub-nm segments. Therefore,
one simple way to adjust our procedure to account for non-uniform
variance is by assigning inverse-variance weights to the segments, as
detailed in Appendix C.

5.4 Prospects for future work

As stated above, this paper is limited in its scope to developing
and introducing our formalism. The applicability of our method will
depend on our ability to provide realistic linearised models for the
observed spectrum. The expertise required to utilise this technique is
distributed in the community, spanning from theoretical modelling
to instrumental design. While we fully intend to apply our method to
real data to Solar spectroscopic measurements and test our results on
RV standards (e.g., Zhao et al. 2022), it is also evident that knowledge
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transfer is much needed to achieve optimal results. In conclusion, we
briefly outline the main avenues for development.

The analysis of real spectroscopic data sets presents additional
inherent challenges. The main points to which we believe our
method might be sensitive include the consistency of the blaze and
continuum-level rectification; line spread function variation, either
in wavelength or time; and telluric or Solar contamination. Similar
challenges were recently addressed by other studies, for example,
by Hirano et al. (2020); Lienhard et al. (2022) with promising re-
sults. The immediate course of action towards the application of our
method on stellar spectra is by studying and analysing Solar data
(e.g., Collier Cameron et al. 2019; Dumusque et al. 2021; Lin et al.
2022). The results from the SOAP simulation analysis shown in Sec-
tion 4.4 suggest that our method carries the potential to mitigate
Solar variability. Therefore, Solar spectra can serve as a benchmark,
isolating the impact of calibration and environmental effects on the
inference method.

From a signal-processing point of view, our method could be ex-
tended in several directions. First, in this work, we only consider the
analysis of a single spectrum. However, the principle kernels describe
the star’s physical state at a specific epoch. Measuring the temporal
evolution of the high-order kernels could serve as an activity indica-
tor of sorts, probing the temporal evolution of the stellar surface (see
Figure 5, for example). Second, we explore the utilisation of bilinear
optimisation algorithms, like generalisations of singular value de-
composition (e.g., Golub & van Loan 1996; Edelman & Wang 2020)
to simultaneously constrain the principal spectra and kernels for a set
of many (∼100) spectra of a single target. This would relax, to some
extent, the need to have a detailed description of the processes that
govern the spectral shape.

Finally, while this work primarily addressed the goal of achieving
extreme RV precision, we believe that other applications are feasible.
For example, spectral disentanglement of spectroscopic binaries, to-
mographic studies of stellar surfaces, and studies of late-type stars
with poorly constrained models.
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APPENDIX A: BROADENING KERNELS

In Section 2.2, we use the zeroth order spectrum to derive the RV
of the star and treat the high-order terms as a perturbation to it.
The general form of the zeroth-order principal kernel is provided
in equation (12), in terms of the star’s RV, its rotational velocity
projection on our line of sight, its linear limb-darkening coefficient
and the instrumental resolution (Δ𝑣, 𝑣rot, 𝜖 and R, respectively).

The explicit analytical form of the kernels used in equation (12) is

�̃�inst (𝜁) ∝ exp
(
− 𝜋2

4 ln 2
𝑐2

R2 𝜁
2
)

and

�̃�rot (𝜁) ∝
6
𝑥

1 − 𝜖
3 − 𝜖 𝐽1

(
𝑥
)
+ 6
𝑥3

𝜖

3 − 𝜖
(
sin 𝑥 − 𝑥 cos 𝑥

)
,

(A1)

where 𝐽1 represents the first order Bessel function of the first kind
and, for convenience, we denoted 𝑥 ≡ 2𝜋𝜁𝑣rot. We also note that as
�̃�rot approaches unity as 𝑥 goes to 0. For more details, see Simón-
Díaz & Herrero (2007) and references therein.

APPENDIX B: SHORT TIME FOURIER TRANSFORM

STFT is a procedure in which one transforms a one-dimensional
signal into a two-dimensional function, describing the signal’s
frequency content at different segments. In our case, the one-
dimensional input signal is the spectrum 𝑆(𝜆).

The procedure is as follows: The spectrum is divided into segments
of equal length. We then multiply each segment by some predeter-
mined window function, 𝑤. Finally, we calculate the Fourier trans-
form of each segment separately. The transform yields a function of
two independent variables: the FT variable, 𝜁 , and the characteristic
wavelength of each segment, Λ. STFT therefore maps the spectrum
— a vector in Rn𝜆 — into a two-dimensional diagram — a matrix in
Cn𝜁 ×nΛ .

Formally, for some window function 𝑤, the STFT of the Λth seg-
ment of the spectrum is given by

𝑆Λ (𝜁) =
∑︁
𝜆

𝑆(𝜆)𝑤(𝜆 − Λ)𝑒−2𝜋𝑖𝜁 𝜆/𝑁𝜁 , (B1)

where, as the equation shows, Λ is the reference zero-point of the
segment. The shape of the window function and the overlap between
consecutive segments determine the properties of the resulting trans-
form. Several valid choices for the window function exist, and we
refer the readers to the literature for information (for example, Smith
2011). In this work, however, we consider only the Hann window,

𝑤(𝜆) =


1
2 − 1

2 cos
(

2𝜋𝜆
ΔΛ

)
if 0 < 𝜆 < ΔΛ,

0 else.
(B2)

where ΔΛ is the segment’s length.

MNRAS 000, 1–14 (2022)

https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022arXiv221001827G
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022arXiv221001827G
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2303.14571
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023arXiv230314571G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty1464
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018MNRAS.479.2968H
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018MNRAS.479.2968H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-statistics-033021-012225
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023AnRSA..1033021H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw2261
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw2261
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202141197
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022A&A...658A.177H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/PROC.1978.10837
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw187
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016MNRAS.457.3637H
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac7c12
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022ApJ...935....6H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/pasj/psaa085
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020PASJ...72...93H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/MCSE.2007.55
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201219058
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013A&A...553A...6H
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2302.03897
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023arXiv230203897I
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023arXiv230203897I
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac1814
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022MNRAS.515.3975J
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2308.01348
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023arXiv230801348J
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/ac947b
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022AJ....164..212L
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac1098
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022MNRAS.513.5328L
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/ac5622
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022AJ....163..184L
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021arXiv210507005L
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022arXiv220412512L
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/acad08
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023AJ....165...98L
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201731017
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017A&A...607A.124M
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab064a
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019ApJ...874..107M
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-69808-9
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-69808-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/acad07
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023AJ....165..151N
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202039747
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021A&A...649A.103O
http://www.numpy.org/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/200913932
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010A&A...516A..13P
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/ac32c2
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022AJ....163...11P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20020433
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2002A&A...388..632P
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/ab7e31
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2212.03991
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022arXiv221203991P
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015arXiv150301770P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv1428
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015MNRAS.452.2269R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz3599
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020MNRAS.492.3960R
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1708.03284
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017arXiv170803284R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201527530
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016A&A...587A..65R
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016A&A...587A..65R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202142262
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022A&A...663A.143S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20066060
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007A&A...468.1063S
http://ccrma.stanford.edu/~jos/sasp/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/112569
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1979AJ.....84.1511T
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41592-019-0686-2
https://rdcu.be/b08Wh
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/MCSE.2011.37
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/MCSE.2011.37
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/ac947a
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022AJ....164..211W
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201731483
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018A&A...609A..12Z
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2301.04259
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023arXiv230104259Z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201937370
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021A&A...645A..23Z
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/ac5176
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022AJ....163..171Z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac614
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022MNRAS.512.3060Z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2003.06633.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2003MNRAS.342.1291Z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/173605
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1994ApJ...420..806Z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2006.10789.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006MNRAS.371.1513Z
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/ac738e
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022AJ....164...49D


Linearized radial velocity extraction 13

If the overlap fraction between consecutive segments in the de-
composition is exactly 50%, the Hann window fulfils the constant
overlap-add criterion,∑︁
𝑛∈Z

𝑤

(
𝜆 − 𝑛ΔΛ

2

)
= 1. (B3)

This is usually a desirable property. If fulfilled, it follows that the
sum of all STFT sections coincides with the FT of the signal,

𝑆(𝜁) =
∑︁
Λ

𝑆Λ (𝜁) , (B4)

where Λ = 𝑛 · ΔΛ/2, for some integer 𝑛.
However, for our needs, this property is insufficient. For equa-

tion (20) to hold, the transform must conserve the energy in the
signal, at least up to some known constant factor. However, for a
Hann window with 50% overlap∑︁
𝑛∈Z

𝑤2
(
𝜆 − 𝑛ΔΛ

2

)
≠ const, (B5)

therefore, the energy is not conserved. Explicitly, this means that∑︁
𝜁

|𝑆(𝜁) |2 ≠
∑︁
𝜁 ,Λ

|𝑆Λ (𝜁) |2 , (B6)

and the ratio between the terms on the two sides of the inequality is
not a constant number. The inequality above, unless remedied, makes
the transition from equation (18) to equation (19) not valid.

One possible solution to this situation is normalising the window
function by the factor in equation (B5). The SciPy STFT implemen-
tation supports this normalization. A more direct approach would be
selecting the overlap fraction differently. By using a Hann window
with an overlap fraction of 75%, we get that∑︁
𝑛∈Z

𝑤2
(
𝜆 − 𝑛ΔΛ

4

)
=

3
2
. (B7)

where now we take Λ = 𝑛 · ΔΛ/4. In this case, energy is conserved
up to a known factor of three halves. Hence∑︁
𝜁

|𝑆(𝜁) |2 =
2
3

∑︁
𝜁 ,Λ

|𝑆Λ (𝜁) |2 . (B8)

We note that, in this setup, the constant overlap-add requirement is
also met (up to a known factor of two). In summary, using a Hann
window and a fractional overlap of 75%, we ensured that the STFT
is a tight frame: the transformed signal conserves the energy up to a
known constant, and a perfect reconstruction is possible.

Elaborated discussions regarding this Plancherel-like for the con-
tinuous STFT can be found in the recent pedagogical summary by
Faulhuber (2022, Corollary 2.8, therein). For the case of discrete
sampling, see Griffin & Lim (1984) and Müller (2021).

APPENDIX C: FIT

In this appendix, we describe in more detail the fitting procedure
used for the numerical simulations in Section 4. We aim to describe
the likelihood calculation of some trial velocity, Δ𝑣.

First, we note that shifting the spectrum or the model in the Fourier
domain is simple multiplication by a complex phase. However, shift-
ing in the STFT domain should be done cautiously because we must
account for the shift’s effect on the transformed model’s window
function. Unaccounted for, this will induce a modelling error pro-
portional to ∼Δ𝑣𝑁Λ (ΔΛ)−1. To avoid this issue, we first shift by

the required velocity and only then apply the STFT. Since we have
several principle spectra and only one observed spectrum, we shift
the observed data by −Δ𝑣, which is more efficient than shifting all
the principle spectra by Δ𝑣. The likelihood function in equation (18)
is unaffected by this choice.

The procedure we take is as follows: First, we shift the observed
spectrum by −Δ𝑣. We then estimate the flux contribution of the spot,
�̂�, by a simple linear fit to 𝑆 (0) . We then apply STFT to the residuals,
forming an STFT matrix y of dimensions 𝑁𝜁 ×𝑁Λ (see Appendix B).
For each 𝜁 , this matrix is equivalent to a vector of size 𝑁Λ,

y𝜁 ≡ ©«
|

�̃�Λ (𝜁)
|

ª®¬ − �̂� ©«
|
𝑆
(0)
Λ
|

ª®¬ , (C1)

where �̂�Λ represents the STFT decomposition of the observed spec-
trum shifted by −Δ𝑣. We assumed in the process that a reliable esti-
mate of the instrumental resolution and rotational broadening profile
is available. Extending this procedure to account for additional pa-
rameters is straightforward.

The second step is fitting the high-order terms to the matrix y
in the STFT domain. The design matrix X contains the STFT of
the decomposed high-order kernels. Therefore, it is a complex three-
dimensional matrix inCn𝜁 ×nΛ×n𝑘 , where the size along each dimen-
sion are determined by the STFT decomposition (𝑁𝜁 and 𝑁Λ) and
the number of high order terms, 𝑁𝑘 . Because the fit is done per 𝜁 , we
can consider separately the values taken along the first dimension,

X𝜁 ≡ ©«
| |

𝑓
(1)
Λ

(𝜁) · · · 𝑓
(𝑁𝑘 )
Λ

(𝜁)
| |

ª®¬ . (C2)

The standard solution to the normal equations gives the estimated
coefficients for each 𝜁 ,

�̂�𝜂𝜂𝜁 =
(
X𝐻
𝜁 X𝜁

)−1 X𝐻
𝜁 y𝜁 . (C3)

Finally, we calculate the residual sum of squares from equation (19)

RSS =
∑︁
𝜁

����y𝜁 − X𝜁 · �̂�𝜂𝜂𝜁
����2

2 . (C4)

The RSS value above is calculated for a grid of trial velocities. This
procedure yields a log-likelihood curve via equation (20) from which
we estimate the RV and its confidence interval, as demonstrated in
Figure 4.

The equations above assume that the uncertainty over the entire
spectrum is approximately constant. As discussed in Section 5.3, this
is probably not the case in reality. One simple way to address it is by
weighing each section Λ by its inverse variance. To do so, we define
the weights to be inversely proportional to the typical variance of each
segment, namely, 𝑤Λ ∝ ⟨𝜎⟩−2

Λ
. Now, we can rewrite equation (C3)

�̂�𝜂𝜂𝜁 =
(
X𝐻
𝜁 W X𝜁

)−1 X𝐻
𝜁 W y𝜁 . (C5)

where W is a diagonal matrix of size 𝑁Λ × 𝑁Λ, in which the 𝑖th
diagonal term contains the weight of the corresponding wavelength
segment. To calculate the segment-weighted score, we rewrite equa-
tion (19),

Δ logL ≃ −1
2

∑︁
𝜁

(
y𝜁 − X𝜁 · �̂�𝜂𝜂𝜁

)𝐻 W
(
y𝜁 − X𝜁 · �̂�𝜂𝜂𝜁

)
. (C6)

APPENDIX D: SUFFICIENT STATISTIC

Finally, we show that the maximum-likelihood estimator from equa-
tion (C3), 𝜂𝜂𝜂𝜁 , together with the X𝐻

𝜁
X𝜁 matrix, form a sufficient

MNRAS 000, 1–14 (2022)
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statistic (DeGroot 2005). To do so, we need to show that we can
calculate the likelihood of any parameter vector, 𝑣𝑣𝑣𝜁 , up to a mul-
tiplicative constant using 𝜂𝜂𝜂𝜁 and X𝐻

𝜁
X𝜁 alone, without explicitly

using y𝜁 . Equivalently, we can require that RSS of each 𝜁 term in
the sum of equation (C6) can be calculated up to an additive constant
using only the suggested statistic.

To show that this requirement holds, we note that each term in the
RSS sum can be written as

RSS𝜁 =
����X𝜁 · 𝑣𝑣𝑣𝜁

����2
2 − 2ℜ

(
𝑣𝑣𝑣𝐻𝜁 X𝐻

𝜁 y𝜁
)
+
����y𝜁 ����22 . (D1)

The first term depends only on the X𝐻
𝜁

X𝜁 and the trial parameter
vector but not on the data; therefore meets our requirement. The
last term is an additive constant that depends only on the data and,
therefore, meets our requirements. Still, we need to show that the
middle term can be rewritten without explicit dependence on y𝜁 . To
do so, we note that by using equation (C3), we can rewrite the mixed
term as

𝑣𝑣𝑣𝐻𝜁 X𝐻
𝜁 y𝜁 = 𝑣𝑣𝑣𝐻𝜁

(
X𝐻
𝜁 X𝜁 ) �̂�𝜂𝜂𝜁 . (D2)

Using the two equations above, we can obtain, up to a constant,
the likelihood of every trial parameter vector 𝑣𝑣𝑣𝜁 while using only 𝜂𝜂𝜂𝜁
and X𝜁 , as required. The assumptions underlying our derivation are
that the star’s spectrum can be represented as a linear combination of
the principal spectra and that the noise is approximately Gaussian.

APPENDIX E: PRACTICAL ASPECTS OF SNR ESTIMSTES

The SNR definition used in the simulations is applicable since the
spectrum is known. However, this definition might be inconvenient
when organizing an observing campaign. A more practical approach
is to use the continuum-level signal-to-noise ratio, SNRc, estimated
at some fixed wavelength. This appendix provides an approximated
relation between the two definitions.

To do so, we first note that the RV variance, 𝜎2
V, is proportional

to the typical width of the spectral lines (Lovis & Fischer 2010)
and inversely proportional to the effective number of pixels (Bouchy
et al. 2009). Therefore, using the scaling shown in Figure 7, the
inverse-proportion relation in equation (23) becomes

𝜎V ≈ 0.3
(

30
SNR

)√︄(
2 · 105

R

) (
𝛿𝜆

200 m s−1

) (
300 nm

BP

)
m s−1 , (E1)

where R, 𝛿𝜆 and BP and the instrumental resolution, average sam-
pling interval, and the width of the spectral bandpass, respectively,
and we have assumed that the instrumental resolution dominates
the line broadening. For example, the SOAP simulations presented
in Section 4.4 were produced assuming SNR of 100, resolution of
115000, sampling rate of 800 m s-1 and bandpass of 140 nm. The
predicted scatter in this case is ∼0.35 m s-1, consistent with the sim-
ulation results.

We now consider the scaling relation derived by Petersburg et al.
(2020) for EXPRES,

𝜎V ≈ 0.3
(

250
SNR c

)
m s−1. (E2)

The observed target was 51 Peg; its properties are similar to the
synthetic spectra used in our simulations, and the continuum-level
SNR was estimated at 550 nm. The velocities were obtained using
a 250 nm spectral range, sampling rate of ∼550 m s-1, and spectral
resolution of 137500, yielding

SNRc ≈ 3.8 × SNR. (E3)

This approximated scaling relation is not general and applies to slow-
rotating Sun-like stars observed by instruments similar to EXPRES.
Careful considerations of the target stars, instruments, and observing
conditions are warranted to obtain more accurate estimates.

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/LATEX file prepared by the author.
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